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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
El Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43bfe.1 (a)(i) with regard to no^^^^^^^ invenf«,e step or ir,dustr.al 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 
□ BoxNo. Vi Certain documents cited 
B Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 
m Box No. VIII Certain obsewatlons on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international p«ilmlnary --in^la AuthoW^^^^ 

written opinion of the '"te'T^So^t'^'^'rah^^^^^^^^ 'PEA has notifed the 

will not be so considered. 

^f,^ pro.".- rsoxrr.s™™j£" ar^nr s'i^iiss^A^^^ 
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(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ tabie(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. fonnat of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnisliing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ in addition, in the case that more than one ve^^^^^^^^^ 

Sl^Si?«tS 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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1. El The following document has not been furnished: 

la copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 436/S.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bisA and 66.7(b)). 

filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

:rr*eS^ eSS;S?n ffil2?nyton'.ha. «.e mtevan. date ^ ,he dalm«. pno,«y da». 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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BOX NO. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regar d to novelty, inventiv e step and .ndustrial 

applicability ^ — • ~" 

The auestions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non 
JL^f rto bSswIlly applicable have not been examined m respect of. 

□ the entire international application, 
H claims Nos. 2-8 

because* 

□ the said international application, or the said Claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which 
doesC require an international preliminary examlnatwn (specify): 

m the description. Claims or drawings r/nc/fcafe p^^^^ 

unclear that no meaningful opinion could be fonned (specify)- 

see separate sheet 

□ the Claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 



□ 
□ 



could be formed. 

no international search report has been established forthe whole application orfor said claims Nos. 

the nucleotide and^r amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for in Annex 

C of the Administrative Instructions in that: 



the written form 



the computer readable form 



□ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 

□ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 



□ See separate sheet for further details 
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BOX NO. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ws.1(a)(i) with ^^Qartl to r^^^^^^^^ inventive step or 
Industrial appiicabiiity; citations and explanations supporting sucii statement 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 
industrial applicability (lA) 



Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 



1,9-11 

1,9-11 
1.9-11 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VII Certain defects In the international application 



The following defects in the fomi or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application ^ — , 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

see separate sheet 
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Re Item III ... ... 

Non-establlshment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 

applicability 

Since the independent claim 1 is not clear (see section V below), no meaningful 
opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability of dependent 
claims 2-8 could be formed. 



Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, Inventive step or Industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . Reference is made to the following document: 

D1 • WO 02/086873 A (FUJIUNE KENJI; KUZE YUlCHI (JP); YAMADA SHINICHI 
(JP); MATSUSHITA) 31 October 2002 & US 2004/0156294. 

2 Claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 6 POT in that the matter for which 
protection Is sought is not clearly defined. The claim attempts to define a method for 
recording information on a multi layer record carrier, "wherein the information to be 
recorded isdistdbuied over at least two layers ..." which is not a feature of he 
recording method but of the record carrier. However, even it is clanfied that a step of 
distributing" the information is meant, the subject-matter of the claim is not novel in 
the sense of Article 33(2) POT because such a method is readily known from 
document D1 (see the passages cited in the Search Report). 

Claim 9 is directed to a similar recording method but further defines that the block 
size for alternately recording on the at least two recording layers can be 
independently set for a first and a second recording session. However, document D1 
also discloses that the number of data zones to be continuously recorded in each of 
the layers (which corresponds to the block size) can be switched and managed for 
different volumes, see in particular par. 01 1 9 in conjunction with fig. 8 Jhe subject- 
matter of claim 9 does therefore not meet the requirements of Article 33(2) PO i 
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either. 



The same objections also apply to claim 10 defining the corresponding recording 



device. 



Claim 1 1 defines a record carrier comprising "a value indicative of the size of such a 
block. However, document D1 discloses to register "a start finish address of one 
volume including finish position information, a capacity and the like" in a management 
region of the disc (see in particular par. 0095), such that a corresponding disc is also 
[mplicitly known from D1 . Thus, the subject-matter of claim 1 1 is not new m the sense 
of Article 33(2) PCT either. 



Re Item VII 

Certain defects In the International application 

1 Contrary to the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) PCT, the relevant background art 

■ disclosed in document D1 is not mentioned in the description, nor is this document 
identified therein. 

2 The independent claims are not in the two-part form in accordance v^ith Rule 6^3(b) 
PCT. which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features known m 
combination from the prior art (document D1 ) being placed in a preamble and with 
the remaining features being included in a charactensmg part. 

3. The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 



Rft item VIII 

Certain observations on the international application 



see section V above. 
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